PATENT 
P56914 

REMARKS 

The applicant submitted one amendment and an altemative amendment on 2 July 2008 in 
response to final office action shown in Paper No. 20080415. 

In the one amendment, the applicant amended 1-17 and changed the languages in claims 1 
and 1 0. The applicant acknowledged that the Examiner denied the entry of this amendment as stated 
in Paper No. 20080715. 

In the altemative amendment, the applicant amended claims 2 through 9 in order to overcome 
the Examiner's 1 12 rejection by amending the preamble "apparatus" to "digital settop box" in claims 
2 through 9. Therefore, in the altemative amendment, the applicant amended the preamble of claims 
2 through 9 in order to follow the Examiner's suggestion of correction. No new issue was raised in 
the altemative amendment. 

In the advisory action (Paper No. 200807 1 5), the Examiner asserted that the amendments to 
claims 1 through 17 changed the scope of the claimed invention. Therefore, the Examiner merely 
considered the applicant's amendment where clauns 1 through 17 were amended, and did not 
consider the applicant's altemative amendment where only claims 2 though 9 were amended in order 
to follow the Examiner's suggestion of correction. 

Therefore, the advisory action (Paper No. 20080715) is deemed incomplete and thus the 
Examiner respectfiiUy requested to consider the applicant's altemative amendment filed on 2 July 
2008. 

If there are any questions, the examiner is asked to contact the applicant's attorney. 



No fee is incurred by this Amendment. 
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